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3/20/70 


Mr. Si aaari Alain.dis.ust 
Dejuiy Attorney Qeaeral 
Bexsartaaent of Justice 
?vashiagton, B,C. 30530 

Bear Mr, iO.©in.dlesst, 

Your letter of the 23th, like those preceeding it, is not really 
responsive, is neither complete nor unequivocal, sad is not in accord eg. tfa. 
the letter sad spirit of toe law and the directives of your own Department. 

J'ur ther, what it suited you to ignore, you did ignore, 

1 delayed making my original request for this data until I had in 
my possession proof it existed. If it no longer exists -and scats Br. Fisher 
assures me has bees destroyed - your Department must know mat fcsppened to it. 

I believe this is information I am entitled to have and I would hope the 
Department of Justice would not require a lawsuit for its disclosure. The 
evasions and cireumlocstioas force as to repeat myself. Again I ask, if it ie 
true " ttofc the materials described do not ©mist in the files of this Beperfesnf’ , 
■«hat did you do with then® Were they destroyed? Or, if tu«y have been deposited 
a Is ©share, where arc they now? 

In previous letters I cited the directive of your Department that, if 
what is sought is not in your possession, refer my request to the agency 
now having it. You have ignored it, so I request that you do this, sending me a 
copy of that communication. If this directive has been superceded by mother, I 
ask for s espy of whatever instructions changed the directive I cited, 

Sr. Rolapp, in his phone call of ysbraary 25, vent so far as to 
claim the material I seek Is not- pert of an official function of your Department . 
Properly, the concluding, sentence of your letter of the 25th abandons this fiction, 
however, there remains the possibility that inquiries made by you or for you were 
addressed to the wrong person, therefore, I ask tuet you ask Mr. Carl Sardley for 
the material 2 seek or for an accounting of whatever disposition was mede of it , 

^ if, as I he v© ossa informed, refusal must b® in the aasse of -fee Attorney 

General for a® to have exhausted ay so-called administrative remedies, the Depa rt- 
sen ^ refusal to do this would seem to be s deliberate device it might Inter i nvoks 
to ask dismissal in court. I therefore ask assurances the refusal need not: be in the 
name of the Attorney General, for the refusal in his name or a statement that the 
Department waives any such requirement of its regulations. If there are any added 
administrative remedies available to as, I «ould£ like to be informed of them. 

Sincerely, 


Harold Pei a berg 



